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though we are barely 10 days out of 
London. There was, as we stood here 
this morning, a moment in solidarity 
with those who died in London. 

Madam Speaker, WMATA, our own 
Metro system here, is considerably 
ahead of most of the country. In fact, 
WMATA is designated as the lead agen-
cy for emergency coordination for the 
entire region’s transit and commuter 
rail. We are ahead of most of the coun-
try, after Oklahoma City began to take 
real action that most still have not 
begun to take. In June, 19 million peo-
ple rode WMATA. That breaks all of its 
records. Many of those were constitu-
ents of the Members of this House and 
the Senate, because 20 million visitors 
come annually to the District of Co-
lumbia. 

WMATA indicates that its most 
pressing needs are current WMD detec-
tion equipment, decontamination 
equipment and testing, surveillance 
systems, antiterror equipment for 
transit police, video cameras for buses. 
Remember, this is one of the best pre-
pared systems in the country. 

Yet, Madam Speaker, yesterday, 
Democratic Leader PELOSI, Ranking 
Member THOMPSON of the Committee 
on Homeland Security, and other 
Democratic leaders stood with me as I 
reintroduced the Secure Trains Act, an 
act I first introduced more than a year 
ago, simply to bring the country some-
where approaching where we have now, 
for some time, been in aviation, having 
gotten there for aviation after the fact. 

We are breaking the post-9/11 promise 
that we would never be caught flat-
footed again. In fact, the President’s 
2006 budget eliminated dedicated mass 
transportation funding all together. I 
trust that we will put it back, or some-
thing back, before we go on August re-
cess. Ninety percent of the funds that 
we have allocated have been for avia-
tion security. Yet 9 billion passenger 
trips are made annually on rail and on 
public transportation. What are we 
thinking? 

This bill, a modest $3.8 billion for the 
basics: cameras, communications sys-
tems, explosive detection, security up-
grades on tracks and tunnels. Is this 
too much to ask? More than 4 years 
after 9/11, is this too much to ask, fol-
lowing more than 50 dead in London, 
almost 200 dead in Madrid, hundreds in-
jured when you tally them both to-
gether? 

Mr. Chertoff allowed as how $8.6 bil-
lion was ‘‘available for transit opera-
tors’’ under one of the homeland secu-
rity programs. What he was talking 
about, Madam Speaker, is that a local 
jurisdiction can use transit for transit 
security money, money that we have 
allocated for first responders. I do not 
believe we mean transit security to be 
the stepchild of homeland security 
when that is where the people are. Far 
more people than ever consider getting 
on an airplane, and we are borrowing 
from first responders who are scream-
ing that they do not have enough funds 
in order to skim off money for rail 

transportation, after Madrid, after 
London, and after a terrible accident 
involving HAZMAT in South Carolina, 
which could just as easily have been a 
terrorist event. 

I beg the House, before we go on Au-
gust recess, to do our duty, keep our 
post-9/11 promise to do what is nec-
essary for passenger rail, light rail, fer-
ries, buses, the vehicles, the public 
transportation that our people get on 
every day to go to and from work. 
There is still time to do it. I do not 
think we would want to go home when 
every single Member will have a ques-
tion like this: What have you done for 
our subways? What have you done for 
our buses? We do not need to go home 
and say ‘‘nothing,’’ Madam Speaker.

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
FITZPATRICK) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

(Mr. FITZPATRICK of Pennsylvania 
addressed the House. His remarks will 
appear hereafter in the Extensions of 
Remarks.) 

f 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. GINGREY. Madam Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to take my 
Special Order at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

f 

STEM CELL RESEARCH 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. GINGREY) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GINGREY. Madam Speaker, I 
rise to address the matter of stem cell 
research, in light of the emergence of 
viable alternatives that would continue 
scientific discovery while respecting 
human life in all forms and in all 
stages. 

I also rise today as a proud cosponsor 
of H.R. 3144, the Respect For Life 
Pluripotent Stem Cell Act of 2005. I 
further would like to thank the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. BARTLETT) 
for not only his steadfast commitment 
to scientific advancement, but also his 
steadfast commitment to defending the 
sanctity of human life. 

In a debate that has been dominated 
by an it-is-the-only-way approach, the 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. BART-
LETT) has introduced a solution that 
could achieve the same objective as the 
Castle-DeGette bill, while preserving 
human life at its most vulnerable 
stage. 

Madam Speaker, I recognize that 
people of goodwill can disagree on the 
matter of when human life begins. 
However, no one can dispute that an 
embryo is at least potential life; and 
many people, my physician self in-
cluded, believe an embryo to be a liv-

ing human being, fully vested with the 
rights that we all enjoy. Therefore, 
even if someone only believes an em-
bryo to be a potential life, they should 
support the Bartlett bill because it ac-
complishes, Madam Speaker, the same 
ends as the Castle-DeGette bill, while 
giving the benefit of doubt and erring 
on the side of human life. 

Having practiced for nearly 30 years 
as a pro-life OB–GYN, I cosponsored 
the Bartlett bill, because it represents 
the most moral and judicious solution 
to the stem cell research debate. 

Madam Speaker, the Bartlett bill 
would provide funding to the NIH, the 
National Institutes of Health, $15 mil-
lion for the creation of a research pro-
gram focused on perfecting the nec-
essary techniques to extract stem cells 
from an embryo without, let me repeat, 
without harming the embryo in any 
way, shape, or form. This bill further 
acts in a responsible manner by man-
dating that no human embryos be 
harmed or destroyed, even in the ini-
tial perfection of the technique, for the 
research will be done on nonhuman pri-
mates. 

The Bartlett bill represents an ac-
ceptable compromise to most Ameri-
cans, because they would like to see 
scientific advancement to cure diseases 
such as Type 1 diabetes, Alzheimer’s, 
Parkinson’s, spinal cord injury, while 
making sure human life is never ex-
ploited or harmed in the process. 

Madam Speaker, I am also very 
pleased to see that Majority Leader 
FRIST has decided to shepherd a similar 
bill in the Senate. This marks an im-
portant step in advancing morally 
sound and acceptable stem cell re-
search. This Congress truly has an in-
credible opportunity to send to the 
President’s desk a stem cell research 
bill that respects human life and sup-
ports scientific advancement. 

I would again like to thank the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. BARTLETT) 
for taking the lead on this issue and for 
finding an acceptable and moral solu-
tion. I also extend my gratitude to 
Senator FRIST for his efforts to ad-
vance this bill in the Senate. I encour-
age all of my colleagues, both Demo-
crat and Republican, both pro-life and 
pro-choice, to take a good hard look at 
the Bartlett bill. I think they will see 
that it is the best option to fight dis-
ease and find cures in a responsible 
manner. 

This marks an opportunity for this 
Congress to put partisanship aside and 
just do the right thing. Madam Speak-
er, the American people expect no less 
of us.

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. BROWN of Ohio addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 
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